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PREFACE. 


T HE Pamphlet intituled „ The 
** Diſpute adjuſted, as wrote ſome 


rears ago, with an Intention to ſhew, 


that No Time was, or could be, pro- 
per for the Diſſenters to make, or the 
Legiſlature to receive, an humble Ap= 
phication for the Repeal. of the Cor- 
poration and Teſt Acts. 
The Writer of it was thought to 
be the moſt able Advocate that ap- 
peared at that Time in Vindication 
7 theſe Laws": And this Work of 
his was cried up as containing the 
ſtrongeſt Plea 2 their Continuence. 
I know of nothing that has been ſince 
wrote on that Side of the Queſtion, in 
which any new Objections againſt 
. 4 the 


and clear, Anſwer to that celebrated 

Performance, was drawn up ſoon - 
ter that Work appeared in the World. 
How it came to lie by ſo long, ani 
by what Accident it came into the 
Hands of the Perſon who now" ſends 
it abroad, the Reader is little con- 
cerned to know : And why it is pu. 
 bliſhed at this Juncture, he will be 
eaſily able to conjecture without my 


The PREFACE. 
propoſed Repeals , of any confiderable 
Weight, have been offered ; or in 
which theſe old ones have been gene- 


rally thought to be ſet in a ſtronger 


or more advantageous Light. 


This, hie I think to be a full 


Alſeſtance. 
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Aginſt the Krrral of the 


CORPORATION aud TEST Acts 


CONSIDERED. 


2 AM not going to enter into the 
Debate, Whether this Time or 
another be more proper to apply 
to the Legiſlature for a Repeal of 
13 the Corporation and Teſt Acts: 
But I am going to conſider a Paper ſome 
time fince publiſhed, in which the Perſons 
immediately concerned are in a very conciſe 
Manner told, That No Time can be proper; 
and this without examining how ſeaſonable 


or uſeful this Method may be at this Time. 


THAT 10 Time can be proper for a Body 
of Subjects in a peaceable and dutiful Manner + 
to apply to the Legiſlature ; that is, to their 
own nn and humbly to aſk their 

B Relief 


(2) 


Relief in a Matter which they account a 


Grievance----- This is a Leſſon, which I be- 
lieve was never once yet read to any one 


particular Body of Men in this Nation. On 
the contrary, it has been always allow'd and 


contended for, that the Subjects of Britain 
have a Right, ſtrictly ſo called, to repreſent 


what they eſteem a Grievance in a decent 


Manner to Parliament, that fo the Judg- 
ment may lie where it ought to lie; and 


they may at leaſt put it into the Hands of 


their Repreſentatives to relieve them, if the 
ſhall ſee fit. Whether this Time or that 


Time be the more proper for ſuch an Applica- 
tion, is a Queſtion of a different Sort. Whe- 
ther it be fitting for the Legiſlature to grant 
them what they ſhall aſk, is alſo another Pont. 
But whether They have the common 

of Subjects to make an Application te! their. 


Right 
Repreſentatives ; or, in other Words, Whe- 


ther there is not ſome Time or other in 
which they properly may do it, whatever 
may be the Event cf ſuch Application; this, 
I fay, was never doubted of till now, much 
 lefs reſolved in the Negative. And in truth, 
if there never can be a proper Time for them 


to apply for Relief; this muſt be, becauſe 


their Caſe is fo miſerable, and fo different 
from all other Subjects, that they have no 
Right to do it, For if they have a Right to 
do it, then there may be a Time when it 


ſhall. be not only not improper, but very 
5 proper 


F r ee 


proper ſo to apply. The wiſeſt Man upon 
Earth cannot wiſely affirm, that there can 
never be a Time proper to do, what there 
is a Right to do. Nor ought the moſt ſaga- 
cious Man to pretend before-hand to tell Men 
what a Legiſlature will do on ſuch an Oc- 
caſion in anſwer to their Application, It is 
true, Reaſons may be offered without Of- 
fence, why it 1s not proper to grant ſuch or 
ſuch a Requeſt ; but methinks, it would not 
found very well to tell a Parliament, That 
there never can be a proper Time for their 
agreeing to what they alone are to judge of. 
As therefore it is impoſſible for any Perſons, 
who imagine themſelves aggrieved, to know | 
| before-hand the Reſolutions of thoſe in whoſe 


| Power alone it is to relieve them; and as they 


have a Right to apply to them; ſo there 
muſt be, or there may be, a proper Time 
for doing it, Let us now examine the Rea- 
ſons given why 10 Time can be proper for 

ſuch Application; and conſider them alſo as 
(hat they were deſigned to be) Reaſons 


- given why no Time can be proper for the 


Legiſlature to give a favourable Anſwer to 


Tut Corporation AF appears, as this Writer | 


 fays, to have been wholly levelled againſt Pro- 


teſtant Diſſenters. The 7% Af he acknow- 
ledges to have had a more immediate Eye 
on the Papiſts ; and not to have dn apo 
B 2 „ 
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by the Proteſtant Diſſenters and their Friends, 
as all agree. Nay, it is pretended, as his Word 
s, by them, that on their not oppoſing it, 


ey had Encouragement given them to hope 
for Relief. This has indeed been the con- 


ſtant Tradition amongſt them. And there- 


fore inſtead of ſpeaking of their oppoſing it, 
he might have ſaid, They readily acquieſced 
and concurred in it. For it is well known, 


that when it appeared (whether by Unad- 


viſcdneſs or Art, it is not now to be inquired) 
to have Words: in it, that would include 
them; one who was then Member for the 
City of Londbn, a Diſſenter himſelf, and at 
the Head of that Intereſt, ſtood up, for fear 
the leaſt Delay ſhould by ſome Accident hin- 
der an Act from paſſing, which was then 
Judged to be exceedingly wanted againſt the 
open Deſigns of the Papiſts ; and declared for 
himſelf, and his Brethren, that they would 
be content with the Clauſe rather than put 
the leaſt Stop to what was then thought of ſo 
much Importance, and fo zealouſly defired, 
even by the greateſt Church-men themſelves. 
Now what Ar gument would one expect from 
this Circumſtance? Surely, that ſome Regard 
was the rather due to them, when it appears, 
that even this Act itſelf could not readily 
have paſſed, perbaps not at all, if they and 
their Friends had joined with the Court, and 
the whole Popiſh — to oppoſe it. This 
j the natural and good-natured Inference. 
ut - 


tz) 


But far from this Regard, this very Circum- 
ſtance is turned to their Diſadvantage, and 
made uſe of to add Strength to the darlin 
Argument, taken from the Toleration itſelf. 
And it is urged, That notwithſtanding this 
Ground for the Diſſenters Expectation of ſuch 
a Repeal, p. 6. When their Caſe came 
* under a SOLEMN Deliberation in Parlia- 
ment immediately after the Revolution, 
< and a Toleration was granted them, the 
© Legiſlature was fo far from — that 
ce they expreſly included them in the Diſabi- 
“ lities and PENALTIES of the Teſt Act.“ 
And at the End of this Book, p. 17. the Ar- 
gument is again taken from this happy Acci- 
dent, that this was the Settlement made 
9 by the Legiſlature immediately after the 
Revolution, when that Matter was actual- 
«iy conſidered by as able Heads, as any 
* Age has produced; and at a Time when 
* the Diſſenters cannot pretend that there 
was not a Diſpoſition to conſider their 
f* Caſe in the moſt favourable Light that the 
« Conſtitution in Church and State would 
fairly admit. We have had long Expe- 
« rience of the good Effects of what was 
*© then ſettled; and one may venture to for- 
tell, without the Spirit of Propheſy, (not 
with it, I dare ſay) „“ that whenever that 
= Foundation is altered, ( whenever - the 
„Church ſhall break in upon the Tolera- 
** tion, or the T oleration Fw the _— 
> oY 


| 2 


e 

e the Peace of this Country is at an End.“ 
L have tranſcribed the whole Paſſage, becauſe 
ſome Part of the Language is pretty new; 
and I would not be thought to deſtroy the 
Weight of that which ſeems to be placed at 
the Beginning, and to be left laſt upon the 
Reader's Mind, as the favourite Hy ſis 
of the ron and —_—_ Streng of his 


Tur Arguments couched i in theſe Paſſes 


are two. 


I. Tur Toleration Act was framed juſt 
after the Revolution, even at a Time of Fa- 
vour to the Difſnters, by as able Heads as 
8 1 Age has produced, with theſe Penalties 
in it, on D#ſſenters, allowed to be good 
Subjects. Therefore there can be 0 Time 
after this, named or imagined, when it can 
be proper, either for the moſt affectionate 
Subjects to apply for Relief from thoſe Pe- 
nalties, or for the Legillature to think « 
; granting ſuch Relief, 


Tux ſtating ſuch an Am 1s e 
ent to ſheww it in its true Light. But we will 
enter into it. And B 


I. Ir the able Heads of Miniſters and 
| Legiſlators are to have ſuch an Effect me "Y 
their Death, Gone ſucceeding M. iniſters and 


— 


. 

Hators muſt not touch what El 
42 matureſt Conſideration have e hs 
_ enacted, our Parliaments will be releaſed 
from long Seſſions for the future, Since there 
can be 10 Time proper for them to ſpend in 
amending and rectifying what the able/# Heads 
before them have, after the matureſt Conſt- 
eration, ſettled into a Law. Yet this the 
iſlature often enter into, as one proper 
| Part of their Office, as well as Authority, 
and with very great Succeſs ; becauſe their own 
Abilities and Experience added to the former 
may be ſuppoſed to be greater than the for- 
mer alone; and becauſe They alone (and not 
dead Men) are Judges of what is proper in 
their own Times to be made or continued a 


_ And 


2. As thisis ; proper and fit 18 

in many Caſes, it is equally their Right to do 
it in all, when they ſhall ſee fit. No one 
can poffibly ſay, that the Toleration Act is 
excepted from their Review : Becauſe no one 
can be ſo abſurd as to ſay to our Legiſlators, 
You have a Right to examine into the Wiſdom 
of your Anceſtors, in ſuch Caſes as We think 

need a Review ; but not in ſuch as We think 
are very well and perfectly ſettled already. 


Bur, z. 1 pray to what Exceſſes muſt 
ſuch Arguments lead? Are there any Men 
in che World ſo able an: conſummately 


wiſe, 
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portant 


a Point as this, in ſuch Manner, that no- 


thing can be added to or taken from 


mage have left us? And 


tata As to this articular Gola we 
the Fears of the ableſt Men, and their 


might not at har Time think it wiſe 


any further than they did; and yet if 


what | 


1 


great 


Caution after ſo great and hazardous a Rævo- 
tion as that was; and before the firm Set- 
tlement of an infant Government. 


They 
to go. 
theſe. 


ſame able Heads had lived, and been the Ad- 


viſers, many Years after ſuch. Settlement, 
They themſelves might then think it proper 
and vie to go farther, and remove every 
Yoke they could from the Necks of 


Nay, it may very probably 


ſuppoſed, according to the Language on ſuch | 


Occaſions, That theſe very able and wiſe. 
Men did eyen then quiet the Perſons moſt 
concerned, with the pleaſing Proſpect, 
a Proper. Time may come for doing more. 
Thus much I may venture to affirm, 
they were 700 70iſe to tell a Body of 
that no Time could ever come in which it 


could be proper either for them to expect, or 


that 
That 


Men, 


the Legill ature to give more Relief. There 
is no"ſuch Thing expreſſed or implied in the 


| Teleration AF. And if there were, it 
not bind either the Right or d of the 
a PIR: Legiſlature, | Beſides all this, 


could 


they. 


who 


he © 


4 
who know the Affairs of thoſe Days, and 
who was a great Officer at that Time, and 
the Framer of this Toleration Ac, wonder 
more that there was ſo much in it, than they 
do, that there was no more. And this ought 
to be added, that King William himſelf, who 
| had as able and w/e an Head as the greateſt of 
his Miniſtry, ſpake his own Sentiments on 
this Subject in one of his firſt Speeches from 
the Throne, March 16, 1688. and recom- 
mended it to his Parliament to make (not 
only /ome, but) A LL his Proteſtant Sub- 
_ jets capable of ſerving in Offices; as the 
moſt effectual Way not only to ſupport him, 
but to ſecure themſelves. It remains there- 
fore that theſe Men, as able and as wiſe as 
any Age has produced, judged only for heir 
own Time, and went as far as they hen 
thought proper ; That the Wiſdom of their 
Heads, and the Goodneſs of their Hearts, are 
no Argument to the preſent Legiſſature not 
to review any of their Laws. Nay, they 
have a Duty upon them to judge for the 
preſent Time, as their Predeceſſors did for 
that which is now paſt: That conſequently, 
it can be no Argument e's there can be 10 
proper Time for aſking or doing this Thing, 
to urge, that former Legiſlators, judging on- 
ly for their own Time, did not think it then 
HR © oo - en os 


2:0 II. Tame 
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II. Tur ſecond Argument is drawn from 


Ex perience. We have had long Experi- 
< ence of the good Effects of what was then 
« ſettled, with this Exception. And there- 
ce fore whenever that Foundation is altered, 
gc. the Peace of this Country is at an end. 
I will not make that Obſervation on this high 
Language, which naturally offers itſelf ; be- 
cauſe I will not, if poſſible, provoke or offend 
by any thing but Argument. But I have 
the Satisfaction of thinking quite otherwiſe ; 
and, as I judge, upon the beſt Grounds, 1 
believe the Way to a ſettled and laſting Peace 
in this Nation; that is, to a Peace founded 
on Juſtice, Honour, and Charity, is the very 
contrary to this: Not indeed to alter that 
Foundation, which are Words that convey 
to the Mind ſomething terrible, and far dif- 
ferent from the Thing in queſtion ; ; but to 
remove what is a Load upon it, and to make 
it the ſtronger, by eaſing the Minds of thoſe 
concerned in it from the only Grief that 
lefſens the Benefit. But to be more par- 
ticular, B 


1 W Ar long Experience has aſſured us 
of, with relation to this AR, is in ſhort this; 


That all the National Good, which has come 


from it, is owing to the T, oleration enacted 
by it; 1 all the Evil, from its having left 


this Incapacity a on it. The good 
Effects are owing to the Acts going as far 
towards 


(mm) 
towards the Relief of good Subjects as it does 
go; and not to its going no farther. The 

leaving this Incapacity on good Subjetts i is the 
only thing in it that can be charged with any 
ill Conſequence, and that has created 8 5 
Uneaſineſs to the Nation. 


2. To repeal the Corporation and 7 eft Att, | 
and conſequently this Exception, which 1s in 
the Act of Toleration, cannot more juſtly = 
called altering a Foundation, than this altering 

any Part or Circumſtance of any other Law. 
| Suppoſe the wi/e/? Men of that Time had al- 
lowed too much Liberty in this Act; would 
this //7:ter himſelf have ſaid, That the recti- 
fying this great Miſtake was altering a Forn- 
dation? Put the Caſe on the other Side, that 
they have allowed too little, and made an 
Exception now unneceſſary: Is the Foundation 
| altered by the Repeal of this Exception? 


Fox, 3. I would aſk, The Foundation of 
what? Not the Foundation of any regular 
4 Compact made between the juſt Repreſenta- 
tives of the Church on one Side, and the Di. 
ſenters on the other; becauſe there could be 

no ſuch Thing; and becauſe there never was 
before ſuch a Suppoſition even hinted at as 
this, That this particular Act contained the 
unalterable Boundaries of Both; as if both 
Church-men and Diſſenters in thoſe Ca paci- 

ties had ſigned and ſealed this Writing------ 
8 Hitherto 


© 'T 12 * 
Hitherto ſhall ye come and no farther; The 
eateſt Church-men never took themſelves to 
be ſo bound up; and therefore when they 
thought the Times proper, they propoſed 
more than once, and at laſt carried by the 


Conceſſion of others, the Occaſional Act; to 
which they afterwards added the Schiſm AE. 

They theught the Toleration broke in upon 
the Church by occaſional Conformity; and 
therefore they did this. They were right un- 


dcqubtedly in the general Principle, that there 


was not (nor indeed could be) any ſuch 
Boundary fixed by a former Parliament, be- 
yond which they could not go: Tho' they 


were corong in their A and Uſe of 
this Principle. 


oo I it the Hind, of the Toleration 
AF that will be thus altered? No; but, on 
the contrary, it will be ſtrengthened. The 
Foundations of that Act are the Right of good 
Subjects, the Iniquity of all Degrees of Per- 
ſecution, and the like, The Act therefore is 
ſtrengthened, and the Foundations of it, by 


having that removed, which alone in it ſeems 


| to contradict its own Deſign, and to weaken 


theſe F oundations. 


Bur perhaps the next Words may be of 
more Importance, in which the ſame Mean- 
ing is expreſſed by the Toleration breaking in 
upon the Church, This is indeed a new and a 


very 


( 13) 
very moving Phraſe. But all that can be 
meant by both theſe Expreſſions is, That if 
the Two Acts in queſtion be repealed, and the 
tolerated Perſons be releaſed from the Excep- 
tion in the Act of Toleration, then © the 
Peace of this Country is at an End,” To 
which, for my own Part, I anſwer, 


1. THAT to releaſe any faithful Subjects 
of a Government, of whatever Denomination 
they be, from a Diſerace or Burthen they are 
under, merely on account of their differing 
in Religion from the gli bed Church, is very 
unfairly put as a Parallel to the breaking in 
upon the Toleration itſelf; which is now, I 
believe, allowed to be the undoubted Right 
of all ſuch as give the Coil Government 
juſt Aſſurances of their Fidelity. The one 
is purſuing the great End of that Acc itſelf, 
by freeing it from a Clauſe which is not ver 
agreeable to it, as an Act of Toleration, and 
purſuing the general Principles on which it is 
founded. The other is deſtroying the Act 
itſelf, and the whole Deſign of it, as well as 
offending againſt all the Principles of Society 
and Religion. 


2. Tnar it is Anſwer enough to this 
poſitive unſupported Affirmation on one Side, 
to make another, and a contrary one; and 
to declare, ( tho' without the Spirit of Pro- 
75200 che firm Belief of others, That to re- 


move 


( 14 ) 


move ſuch a Burthen from good Subjects; to 
repeal bis Clauſe in this Act; and to give 
Eaſe to a Body of Men, who are certainly 
true to the preſent Civil Government ; = 5 ann 
natural and direct Road to ſtrengthen this 
Government, and to eſtabliſh a ſolid Peace 
at Home, on a good and ſubſtantial Foun- 
dation. And that whenever our Le- 
giſlators ſhall think fit to do this, tho' it may 

diſpleaſe ſome at firſt, it will end in a Quiet 


of as good a Sort, and as likely perhaps =: 
1 any that come without it. 9 


Das before I leave this Army; bid 
not forbear to obſerve, what a fortunate 
Thought it was to this Writer, to make this 
Uſe of the Toleration Act itſelf. For by 
| this means, the Repeal of the Occafional Bill, 
and the Repeal of the Teſt Act ( which is of 

much more Scandal to the Church and to 
Religion than the other) can be as nicely di- 


vided and diſtinguiſhed as one may _ «. 
Hair. 


Ir it is aſked, for inſtance, Why are you 
againſt the Repeal of the 7% At? The An- 
ſwer is, Becauſe it is left in Force by the To- 

ration AF. Why then are you for the Re- 
peal of the Occaſonal Bill? The Anſwer is, 
It was luckily paſſed after the Toleration Act; 
and not being included in that, I am at liber- 
ty to juſtify that Repeal, I it be aſked, 


' Suppoſing 


( 15 
Su ppoſing it had been paſſed before the Tole- 
ration Act, and left in — on the Dzſſenters 
by that, would this have been any Argu- 
ment againſt the prevalling Reaſons, as they 
were once thought, for the R Repeal of the 
Occaſional Bill? I hardly think, that this 
Writer himſelf will fay, It would have been 
the leaſt Argument againſt it, at the Time of 
that Repeal: And if not, then it is evident, 
that the being in or out of the Toleration AS 
has nothing to do with another Repeal, which 
can only be judged of from the intrinſick 


Right it has in itſelf, and the Prudence of re- 
e it. 


Tur Toleration Act was never ſet up as a 
Barrier, much leſs as an eternal unalterable 
Barrier; nor can the talking of it for ever 
in that Style make it, by any Man's private 
Authority, any more unalterable than any 
other Law, or than it has been left by pubhck 
Authority; which neither did . it ſo, at 
the Time of paſling it; nor, if it had, could 
it have made it ſo, to all future Generations. 
Nor can the giving it the new Name of the 
Revolution Barrier at all change its Nature. 
It is Mill the Toleration Ad; and ſtill, like 
all other A#s, ſubject to the Review of the 


preſent and all future Legiſlators. And there- 


fore the being a Part of that Act cannot be 
any Argument to prove, That No Time is 
proper. tor applying for the Repeal of one 

. Particular 


Rs ) 

particular Exception in it, or for granting it. 
If it be right in itſelf, it ought to be now 
enacted, tho' it were not in the Toleration 
As. If it be wrong in itſelf, it ought to be 

repealed, tho' it be in that Act. Upon this 
alone muſt be the Trial of the Merits of a 
Cauſe, which, like Truth, cannot be judged 
of from Local or Chronological Hypotheſes ; 
tho' the proper Time of preſſing or granting 
a particular Law may be much affected by 
them. But this is not the only Act of Par- 
liament held up againſt theſe Repeals, 8 


In þ. 17. of this Paper a new (and I be- 

| lieve hitherto unheard of) Difficulty is pro- 

poſed from another Act of Parliament, v2. 
the AZ of Union of the two Kingdoms. This 


; Paſſage I find is not in /ome Copies; but as it 


is inſerted, I think, in the /aff printed Copies, 


I ſuppoſe it is put there that it may be con- 


f ſidered. The Difficulty 1s, * That by the 
AF of Union in the Sixth of Queen Anne, 
« all and fingular Acts of Parliament then in 
force for 5 Eſtabliſhment and Preſervation 
«© of the Church of England, and the Doctrine, 
% Worſhip, Diſct pline, and Government there- 
of, ſhall remain and be in full Force for 
© ever.” And he obſerves, © This A 
i. e. the AF of Union] ts alſo declared to 
« bean * and fundamental Part of the 
20 Uni on between the two SN” 


WHAT 
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WHAT we are to infer from hence, he 
Wiſely avoids to tell us. He mentions it as a 
Difficulty : but does not ſay, that it is a Dif- 
Aculty, Which even in his own Opinion ought 

to be of much Force. What then ſhall we fay 
to it? Do theſe Words effectually preclude 
our whole Legiſlature ſince the Dion from 
reconſidering any particular Part of this A, 
which relates to fo great and ſo important a 
Work as that Union was? Without this, all 
the Difficulty falls to the Ground. And, I 
think, he will hardly fay, that 75s is or 
could be included in the Words cited, Yet, 
if there is any thing of an Argument meant 
in this Difficulty, it muſt be this, That the 
Act itſelf being declared frmdamental to the 
Union, this Part of it is alſo fo &fentral, that 
if the whole Legiſlature ſhould think fit io 
repeal the Corporation or the Teſt Als, 
both, the Union would be diflolved. Dread | 
ful Conſequences! The Peace of this Country 
at an End; and the Union of the 2 Tongs 
doms ace d a: iſobved ! / 


Bur let us think a little before we fl 
ourſelves with ſuch Fears. That this was 
never underſtood by our Legiſlators to be the 
Intent of thoſe Words in the Act, is plain 

from their having already, in more Inſtances 
than one, made Laws explanatory, as they are 
called, of this AF, which have very much 
affected the Conſtitution or Diſcipline of 2 
D 2 
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Kirk of Scotland : particularly, with relation 
to Patronages in that Part of the Kingdom, 
and to the Toleration of Epiſcopal Meetings ; 
two Points, tho' highly reaſonable in them 

ſelves, yet of no ſmall Importance to the 
Concerns of that Church, according to the 

Notions of the moſt zealous Part of it. And 

if our Legiſlature had a Right ( notwith- 
| ſtanding the ſame Declarations in the Act of 
Union with regard to the Kirk of Scotland) 
to make ſuch Sort of Explanatory Laws with 
regard to that, much more may they make _ 
the like Sort of Explanatory Laws, when 
they ſhall think fit, with regard to their own 
| Church. 6 aol 1 | 3 


Fox let it be obſerved, That in theſe De- 
clarations in the Act, the principal Deſign 
was to ſatisfy Scotland: For there was no 
Fear on the Part of England, that the leſſer 
and weaker Number could prevail to force 
any thing upon ws; but a great Fear on 
the Part of Scotland, that when the Union 
ſhould bring all their Affairs into the Power 
of a Britiſb Parliament (to which they were 
to ſend but ſixty one Members in all) their 
whole F/tabliſhment might be altered and new 
modelled. And it was to cure this uneaſy 
Fear, that thoſe Declarations were made. 


Bur if we put the Caſe as high as it can 
be put, and ſuppoſe this Act to be a Con- 


n 

tract of the ſtricteſt Sort between the two 
Nations entering into this Union; and that 
the Legiſlators of that Time had a rightful 
Power to tie up the Hands of all future Le- 
iNlators ; yet even upon this State of it, no 
ſuch Conſtruction can be made of it. For 
by a national Contract of this Sort, in which 
it might be thought very proper to prevent 
the Uneaſineſs and Suſpicions on both Sides, 
and in which a mutual Stipulation and Obli- 
gation are implied, no more can be meant, 
according to — Nature of all ſuch Contracts, 
than this---- It is contracted between us, 
« that as you ſhall not attempt nor promote 
c any Alteration relating to or Church; ſo 
we ſhall not force upon you any Altera- 
tion with regard to yours : ”* But not that-- 
We will not have our own Laws relat- 
ing to our own Eſtabliſhment in or own 
© Power,” Much leſs can the Engliſb be 
ſuppoſed to fay to the Scots in ſuch an Agree- 
ment, We promiſe you never to allow one 
1 Degree of Liberty more to our Diſſenters, 
© many « of whom are of your Perſuaſion, 
«© than is at preſent fixed for them; he. 


c 
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cauſe this would have been far from a Pro- 


miſe ; and indeed a Declaration too diſagree- 
able to have been any Inducement to them 
to enter into the Union. 


Tas it ſtill as a ſtrict Contract, let 
us farther ſuppoſe, that the whole People 
D 2 
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of North Britain ſhould be induced by A- 
greement to deſire to have our Fpr/copal 


Church eſtabliſhed - there; - would not this 


Writer rejoyce at it, and juſtly blame any 
one who ſhould argue that the Union would 
be diſſolved by complying with this? And 
why ? Becauſe this Contract, like all other of 
the like Sort, is, that ſuch an Alteration ſhall | 
not be forced upon them by us; not that 
they ſhall not ſtill, by their own Conſent and 
Deſire, obtain it. 


80 in the other” Caſe We do not contract 
with or /efves, that ce will not be J Judges, 
and determine what the Law ſhall be for our 
om Church; but with them, that they ſhall 


not attempt any thing of this Sort that relates 


to ur Church. Much leſs can we be poſſi. 
bly be ſuppoſed to contract with any Party 
not to do a Thing, which we know before- 


hand that very Party with whom we con- 
tract rather deſires ſhould be done. 


So that, I hope, the Deſtruction of the 
Union is not the Conſequence, ſuppoſing the 
able Legiſlature ſhould think fit at any Time 
to repeal Tao Acts, in the Benefit of which, 
while they ſubſiſt, Solln has no Part; and 
which therefore could not be the ſubject 
Matter of any Promiſe or Obligation, which 
England then entered into with that King- 
: dom. 
LE T 


"" 1 
Lux me obſerve, laſt of all, that this Writer 
cannot think that any Engliſbmen are bound 
up by this Act of Union, from promoting or 
doing any thing which can add to the Secu- 
rity of the Church of England. They there- 
fore who think that the Repeal of the Acts 
in queſtion, will prove in the End a real Be- 
nefit, and greater Security to the Church, 
even conſidered as it is now eſtabliſhed, than 
the refuſing it would be; cannot be con- 
cluded by this Argument taken from the 
Union, ſuppoſing it to be a better Argument 
than it is: Of which Number I ſincerely 
profeſs myſelf to be one; being perſuaded 
that what Remains there are of Ill-will to 
the Eſtabliſhment are very much owing to 
| theſe two Acts, and that the Repeal of theſe 


will greatly and effectually tend to the Cure 


of that IIl-will. And I am as ſure of this, 
as Iam from Experience, that the Toleration 
alone, as it is now, has taken off much of the 
Eagerneſs of a Religious Diſſention, and viſibly 


diminiſhed both the Numbers and Heat of 


the Diſſenters; That the Repeal of the Oo- 
caſional and Schiſm Acts was an Advantage 
to the Church, and not to them. conſidered as 
a diſſenting Party; and that this remaining 
Incapacity alone has been a Stop to their far- 
ther Good-will and Compliance. This I fay, 
becauſe I firmly believe it to be true: And 
I urge it as an Argument, beſides the Juſtice 
of the Repeal itſelf; which Juſtice alone 
l * 972" 
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ought ever to engage me to join in it, and 


leave the Event to the 9 80 Providence af 
Gov. 


Bur here a again how ban it is, that the 
Union was before, and not after the Occafional 
and the Schi/m Acts? For if theſe Acts, as 


much deſigned and declared to be for the 


' Preſervation of the Church of England as the 
Corporation aud Teſt Acts them 3 had 
been paſſed before the Unton ; then, tho' all. 
the ill Conſequences in the World ſhould 
have been ſeen and felt to flow from them, 
it muſt have been unlawful to have repealed 
them, in this Writer's Opinion; and no De- 
fence of ſuch would have come Hom 

his Pen. 


| For 1 again the Gre Queſtions which 
I put juſt now on another Act muſt receive 
the ſame Anſwer. Why are you againſt the 
| Repeal of the Corporation and Teft Acts? One 
Reaſon is, becauſe they were paſſed before 
the Union, and ſo made unalterable and un- 
repealable for ever by that Act. Why are 
you for the Repeal of 5 Occgſnal and Scbiſin 
Acts? Becauſe they happened not be con- 
: lented to before the Union. I 


Fon my own Part, as I am fully per- 
ſuaded it neither was in the Deſign, nor 
cauld be in the Power of paſt Len to 

tie 
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tie up the Hands of their Succeſſors: 80 1 
deſire to have no Motive or Argument againſt 
or for ſuch Repeals, but becauſe they appear 
to be unjuſt and unlawful ; or becauſe they 
appear juſt, lawful, reaſonable, and agree- 
able to the Will of Gop, as well as to the : 
great Ends of human Society. 


I cou now theiefote to thoſe Arguments 
which ſcem more nearly to touch the Merits 
of the Cauſe, either in Point of Juſtice and 
Equity, or oy Prudence and Intereſt, | 


Tur firſt, and indeed the moſt moving 
Argument of this Sort, is preſſed p. 8. in or- 

| der to ſhew the Difference between agreeing 
to the Repeal of the Occaſona! AR, and to 


the Repeal of the Corporation and J. of Ads; 


where, after having obſerved, that the R- 
peal of the former let in only thoſe, who did 
not think our Way of Worſhip unlawful, it 
is added, But---- the preſent Attempt to 
* repeal the Corporation and 7% Acts is to 
let thoſe into Places of Power and Truſt, 
„ who think the Service of the Church of 
England to be Sinful; and who, in Con- 
* ſequence, have not only a rooted Averſion 
ce to it, but think themſelves bound in Con- 
i ſcience to do all that is in their Power to 
<« aboliſh it.” He is fo kind as to ſay, It 
ce would be Pity that thoſe of this Sort (who 
<* are called the moſt yy ould 
cc ou 
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* ſhould be wor fl uſed, if one Part of that 
. Conſcience were not to deſtroy the eſta- 
« bliſhed Worſhip and Government as ſoon 
as they can.“ By Government he mult 
mean the Church Government, properly ſo 
called: For as to the preſent Civil Govern 
ment, no Doubt can be made of their Af- 
fection, perhaps to a Man. The Argument 
here is this : © The Repeal of thoſe Acts will 
* let Men into Places, who have it always 
jn their Will, and then will have it in their 


e Power to ruin the Church of England, as 


it is at preſent eſtabliſhed ; and therefore 
Fe they ought not to be repealed,” T 415 


I. LzT us try the ſame Argument _ 5 
the Occafional Ad; and we ſhall find that the 
| Difference between the two Repeals, as to 
Argument, is ſo almoſt imperceptibly fine and 
flender, that he muſt be a very quick-ſighted 
Man who ſees it plainly. © The Repeal of 
** the Occafonal All let in Men, who always 
© have it in their Will, and may now have 
<« it in their Power, to introduce ſuch Alte- 
© raticns as are agreeable to that Way which 


e they like much better than ours: 3 this 


« is 5 deſtroy the Church conſidered as it is 
* at preſent eſtabliſhed. Therefore it ought 
not to have been repealed ; nor can that 
© Repeal be confiſtently juſtified by thoſe 


*© Who take their Argument from this al . 


25 ble diſtant Hazard to our Church. 
| 2. Tuk 
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2. Tur ſame Sort of Argument may bez 
and has been urged againſt the To/eration it- 
ſelf: That it ſuffers Men to gather into Bo- 
dies; to meet in numerous Aſſemblies; to 
encourage one another in a Morſpip very op- 
polite to Hat eſtabliſhed ; and tho it does 
not bring them into Poſts and Offices, yet 
there ariſes {till from it a greater Danger to 
the Church, than if all ſuch Meetings were 
quite ſuppreſſed, 


AnD indeed, 3: They who uſe ſuch Ar- 
guments, tho they now abhor, I doubt not, 
all Thought of poſitive Severities; yet if they 
will act conſiſtently, on this Ground of di- 
ftant Danger to the Civil Eſtabliſhment of the 
_ Church, the ſame Principles muſt carry them 
0 whatever they judge neceſſary to the greater 
Security of it from that Danger. If that 
_ aftant Danger be a good Argument for deny- 
ing Men thoſe things which otherwiſe they 
are allowed to have a Right to; then, it is 
equally an Argument for going farther, to 
prevent more effectually the ſame Danger. 5 
If denying Men this Right does not cure them 
of an Evil, (which indeed it always did and 
always will increaſe) then you mult try other 
Methods, If pinching Men a little has not 

Effect enough, then cutting and lanciug muſt 
be applied ; ſuppoling that this diſtant Dan- 
ger to a Church ought to be warded of by 

E RR feculat 
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Stuber Methods. If a Toleration itſelf is to be 
treated of as a Matter of Favour, and a Thing 
which political Reaſons only are to govern ; the 
Inquiſition and Rack are better at firſt, than 
laſt; becauſe the Terror of what 1s almoſt 
inſupportable to human Nature, may keep 
Men from approaching to what afterwards 
may be too 9 rooted 1 in them. 


Tnvs the Church of Rome: proceeded from 
one Step to another, till they found the true 
and only effectual Way of keeping all things 
quiet, and ſecure from the Attempts of ſuch 
as either liked another Way better than theirs, 
or would not in all things comply with what 
was ſettled for them op" their a4 rp real 


2 au far from thinking, as well as fay- 5 
ing, that any Perſon maintains, or is pleaſed 
with theſe terrible Conſequences. But the 
Principles themſelves are juſtly chargeable 
with this neceſfary Progreſs from one Hard- 
ſhip to another; and I fee theſe Conſequences 

to plainly for myſelf that it would be the 
greateſt Sin in me, either to act as if I did 
not ſee them, or not to endeavour to diſcou- 
rage by Argument N the leaſt Step to- 
wards hem. 


Axp this alone is a i provailing Reaſon a- 
gainſt fach Incapacitics and Penalties; or 


againſt 
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againſt defending a Cöriſtian Church by the 


Maxims and Methods which are proper and 
lawful for the Defence of a Civil Eſtabliſh- 


ment, under, Pretence of a diſtant Danger 


to it without them: That the fame Argu- 


ment will equally defend every Method of 


the Papiſts, and of all other Perſecutors, who 
apply the Terrors of this World as neceſſary 
to the Defence of their ſeveral c e 
Churches, For tho' Cruelty and Torment be 


more terrible than Hicapacity, yet the latter is 
as indefenſible as the former; except among 


thoſe, who (I am ſorry to ſay it) can ſtart 


at a great and monſtrous Injuſtice, but have 


no Regret againſt a ſnall one. But as it is 


in all Sins, fo let it be in all Hardſhips 


upon others. Avoid doing the legt upon any 
Reaſon, as muſt equally induce you to do 
what at preſent your Soul abhors. 


4. I caxnxorT think it a juſt Repreſenta- 


tion, to ſay that the Repeal of theſe Acts lets 
thoſe Men into Places of Power and Tru/?. 
It actually ders no one Man into any one 
Place. It only takes off an Incapacity, and 
ſo leaves it entirely to the Judgment of the 


Majority in a Corporation, or of the King, 


and thaſe in the Adminiſtration, whether 16 


much as one Man amongſt them ſhall be in 


à Place. 
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Tur fame Arguments from Prudence, or 
TI. Intereſt, may be urged, and prevail a- 
gainſt the Admiffion of any of theſe Perſons, 
which are urged here againſt their applying 
for the Repeal, The Number of Church-men, 
faithful to the Government, and their Abili- 
ties to ſerve; and the Danger of diſobliging 
them; and the Over-balance of their Ser- 
vices to any that can be done by any of the 
Body of the Diſſenters; (as this Whiiter has 
ſtated them, p. 16.) and particularly, the 
Plainneſs of that noble Truth, That a Pre/- 
Hterian or Independent is not fo fit to ſerve * 
Monarch, (that is, the Perſon who executes 
the Laws of Great Britain, and cannot make 
one Law without the Concurrence of two 
other Powers) as an FEpr/copal Man; no, not 
even in the loweſt Office or Trade. 


Taz will have their Weight, and may 
| keep out of all Offices every Man of the diſ- 
ſenting Sort, after the Repeal of theſe Bills, 
as truly as they are kept out before it. For 
the Repeal would only remove a Bl, a a 
L rag ſet upon them, an Incapacity of ſerv- 
ing; but will no more actually put one of 


1 41 into a Place, than curing him of a Fit 
b of che Gout will do i it. = 


AND I pr ay what was the Effect of the 
Repeal of the Occaſional Act? It made it 


caſier 


9) 


edifice indeed for ſome, who did not like that 
Act, to keep the burthenſome Offices they 
were in; and it made all thoſe whom it con- 
_ cerned capable of being employed, if their 
Prince, or their Fellow Subjects, ſhould ſee 
fit. But how has it work'd? I heard indeed 
that the Repeal made a worthy Alderman or 
two more eaſy in holding their Olfices, than 
they would have otherwiſe been: But I ne- 
ver heard much of Diſſenters being crowded 
into Offices, ſince that Eaſe was given them, 
Perhaps one or two may be named, who 
have ſince that Time come into ſimall Offices 
of Profit: Perhaps not above one. 


Ir thereftirs thoſe two Acts ſhould be re- 
pealed, it is in the Breaſt of the Monarch, 
and of thoſe who ſerve him, whether any 

one Diſſenter ſhalPbe in a Poſt under them. 
And they will fee as clearly as this Writer, 
that an Epiſcopal Man is fitter to be employed - 
than a Preſbyterian ; and that the Number 
and Abilities of the Church-men ſtand in no 
need of Recruits from ſuch Perſons. But it 
ſeems a little hard on the Prince, as well as 
the People, that if he ſhould in any one In- 
ſtance, of no Importance to the publick In- 
tereſt, think otherwiſe ; he is incapacitated 
from appointing one of them, by the Per- 
ſon's being declared incapable of ſerving 
him, 

AGAIN, 
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AGAIN, 5. I would beg to know, Sup- 
poſing the Roman Catholicks themſelves ſhould 
be reconciled in their Affections to our Cui 


Government only, and agree to give ſuch Se- 
curity for their Faithfulneſs to that, as other 
Subjects give to it, without any relation to 


the Church; would not all good Men re- 
joyce at it, and all Engh/hmen conſent to take 
off every Burthen, and every Incapacity even 


from them? This Writer knows, I am con- 
| fident, that tho' ſeveral of the Laws made 


againſt them unluckily mention ſome of their 
Religious Principles, and their Nonconformi- 
ty ; yet that all the Laws, even of that Sort, 
were founded entirely on their known D 


 affeion to the State, after the Reformation; 
and that they were deſcribed by their Reli- 
gion, becauſe it did not appear that any one 


of that Religion, holding à foreign Head and 
a foreign Juriſdiction over their Conſciences, 
could be ſuppoſed any other than a dangerous 
Enemy to the State; which Experience had 

too much confirmed. by 150 


ON this Bottom only can any one Law 


_ againſt them be juſtified ; and on this Bottom 
it was that the Act, called the 7% Act, was 
formed againſt the Deſigns of the Court, of 
which at that Time not only the Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, but the greateſt Church- men were 
ſenſible. | e 
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TH1s having been the only Occaſion of 
this Law, as to them, let us ſuppoſe that 


they could now give the King and the Go- 
vernment all reaſonable Security of their Al- 

legiance and Fidelity as Civil Subjects; is it 
not evident, that the fole Reaſon of ſuch 


Laws againſt them ceaſing, the Laws them- 
ſelves has. nad to be aboliſhed ? 


Tur Things which ſeem to me to be 
requiſite and ſufficient are theſe three: That 
they take the Oath of Allegiance to the 
King: That they abjure and renounce all 


Allegiance to any other Pretender to their 
Allegiance : And that they declare, that no 
Power on Earth has Authority to releaſe them 
from their Oaths ; and that they neither have 
nor will accept of any pretended Diſpenſation 
from the Obligation they thus 7 themſelves 


under. 


Tuxsr all . apy neceſſary, ve 
cauſe it is in vain for them to ſwear faithful 


Allegiance in Civil Affairs to one Perſon, if 


they think there is another who has juſt Pre- 


tences to it, br to any Part of it; and in vain 


for them to take any Oaths as a Security to 


the Government of Britain, if they think 
there is an Authority any where abroad, 


which can releaſe them immediately, or at 


wo - critical Time, from the Obligations of 


theſe. 
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theſe Oaths. And theſe Principles nens y 


been owned by ſome, and imputed to a// « 
them ; this it is that makes all theſe equally 


7 neceſſary for them, as otherwiſe ey would 
„ 


Bor if theſs three Things could be done 


in an unexceptionable Manner, who would 


not be glad to be amongſt the moſt forward 
to receive them; and to with all their Bur- 
thens eaſed, and their Fetters knocked off ? 


Nor can I fee how it could be refuſed by 5 


any, who have ever declared their Civil Diſ- 
affection to be the ſole Ground of their Hard- 
Dips. | 


Bo T how will it then be? Their Diſaffe= 
ction, their Hatred, their Averſion, (call it 


what you pleaſe) to our Church, as now eſta- 
bliſhed, will remain exactly the fame that 
they were. They will ſtill think it a Sin, 


not only for themſelves, but for us to con- 


form to it. They will ſtill think it 79 zZrue 
Church, nor the Ordinances of CHRIST of 
an. y Validity 3 in it; and ſtill think themſelves 
| ale in Conſcience to ruin it when they 


Ar then could we do in this Caſe ? 


Muſt we for this diſtant Danger, the Effect 


of which does not depend on their being ca- 


pable 


(9B) 


pable of Offices, but on their actual Poſſeſſion 
of all the Power in .the Nation, Legiſlative, 
Executive, and Military ; muſt we for this 
renounce all that has been ſaid by ourſelves 


on this Head? Nay, not only the ſole De- 
fence we could make for ſuch former Treat- 
ment, but all the Principles of Civil Society 
and Humanity ? Or ought we not immedi- 
_ ately to releaſe them from theſe Acts, which 


would not have been in being, had it not 


been for their Civil Diſaffection, and their 
not being able to give any Security for their 
Civil Allegiance? Yes ſurely ; unleſs we will 


contradict all our former Profeſſions, and in- 


vent new Schemes to ms that Contra- 
diction. | 


Ap if this be ſo, here is a ſufficient An 
{wer to this Objection againſt the Repeal. 


For here is an Inſtance of a conſiderable 
Body of Men, remaining determined Ene- 


mies, on ſettled Principles of Conſcience, to 
our Church, and who muſt ruin it when they 


can; whom yet we ought to releaſe from 


the Penalties of the 7% 45, on their giving 


all reaſonable Security to the Civil Govern- 


ment only. 


den ch fry Rede | therefixis nel 


againſt this Objection, in behalf of Proteflant = 


| Ts even ſüproſag the * to the 
F Church 
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Church to be equal on | each Side ; which J 
deny it to be. | 


. 6. There is a greater Difference be- 
tween theſe and the others, with regard to 
our Church, than the Words of this Author 
ſeem to allow. I can't find there is that de- 

_ termined Ill-will in the ſtricteſt Diſſenters, 
which muſt carry them to the Ruin here 
mentioned. And whatever it be, it muſt 

be very different from that of the Roman 
Catbolicbs. For the Papiſts think and main- 
tain Communion with our Church to be 
unlawful to us, as well as to themſelves. Or 
rather, they think it no Church; our Mini- 
ſters no Miniſters; and the Ordinances ad- 
miniſtred by them to be no Ordinances, nor 
to have any good Effect: Nor do they leave 
us any Hope of Salvation in the conſcienti- 


ous following what we account the Wil of 
CHRIST. 


Bur I take the Caſe to be otherwiſe on 
the Part of the Diſſenters here concerned. 
They think it fo far unlawful for themſefves 
to join in the Communion of the Lord's Sup- 
per with us, that they never do it. But they 
do not think it unlawful for us ourſelves to 
communicate in our own Way. They weakly 
think our Church a corrupt Church; and avoid 
it: but they do not, as 1 know of, declare 

| it 


635) 


it to have no Miniſters, and no Ordinances 
in it, for its own Members. And therefore 
they cannot have ſuch keen Thoughts of Ruin 


as the Papiſis; who yet ought, I think, as 


it has been contended for by the greateſt and 


moſt zealous Advocates for the Church of 
England, be releaſed from all their Civil Bur- 


thens and Reſtraints, if they could give the 


common Securities to the Crvil Government, 
as now eſtabliſhed. ; 


B ESI DES, this Sort of Diſſenters ſhew that 


their Rigidneſs does not go ſo far as it is 
here made to do, by their ſtill keeping up a 


Correſpondence, and efteeming themſelves 
one Body with their Brethren, who can com- 
municate with us occaſionally, Theſe latter 


this Writer can ſee good Reaſons to let into 
Offices, as he calls it. And yet the Diffe- 
rence as to the Ruin dreaded is only this, 


That the one Sort think it as much a Sin for 


themſelves to communicate with us conſtant- 


ly, as the others do either conſtantly or oc- 
caſionally: That the one may be faid to 
threaten Danger, as they muſt be always 
ready, according to this Way of talking, to 


make : this ſuch a Church as they Can atedly 


communicate with; and the other, as they 
would have it what hey with a Church to 


be. i 
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Bur I ſee no Obligation, in Point of Con- 
ſcience, to 8 this by Force. If there 
be; I fear, He, who makes Room for one 
Sort to idk 1 notwithſtanding this diſtant 
Danger, muſt be content by the ſame Rea- 
ſons to let in others; and cannot draw an 
Argument againſt their Admiſſion merely 
from the ſame Sort of diſtant Danger, tho' 
their Principles as to their own Conduct with | 


regard to our Communion, may differ from 
: thoſe of their Brethren, 


7. I navs argued hitherto on this Sup- 
poſition of Danger of the Ruin here men- 
tioned : But I muſt now deny the Repeals in 
queſtion to be juſtly chargeable with ſuch 


imminent Dangers. For what is it more 


that is propoſed, than the taking off an In- 


capacity, without ſo much as actually letting 
them into one Office? But if the Prince, or 


the Admmiſtration, or their Country-men, 
ſhould think them fit for ſome particular Of- 
fces of an inferior Sort, this threatens no- 
thing. Nor can there be any Danger ariſing 
from them, till they have ſhewn themſelves 
ſo neceſſary, and 10 excellent above their 
Neighbours, that the Prince on the Throne 
ſhall forget his Obligations to preſerve the - 
Church of England, and truſt the Adminiſtra- 
Lion in chem alone, for the Encouragement of 


theſe ſuppoſed Deſigns ; and ine? be able to 
Set 


FR) 


get all the Legiſlative and Military Power alſo 

into their Hands. But how many Ages may 
run out before the Poſſibility of this, I need 

not ſay : What a Number of Accidents muſt 
ſurprize the World before this dreadful Cata- 
Frophe can take Place ? 


Bur what if i in the mean while, the re- 
moving all temporal Hardſhips from them 
ſhould abate their Keenneſs, and reconcile 


them more and more to the: eſtabliſhed 
Church; and not only take from them all 
Thoughts of deſtroying it (if they have any) 
but reconcile their Aﬀections to it? This 1 


firmly believe to be the natural Conſequence 
of ſuch a Procedure; and much more likely 


to be the Conſequenice i in this _ Caſe, than 


the 8 ah 


2 Ir is the laying worldly nee and 
Marks of Diſgrace on Men that firſt creates 
their III- will, and then increaſes it into Ran- 


cour. And it is this Rancour thus created 
and improved in Men, by their being de- 
barred from the common Privileges of Civil 
Subjects, that alone can threaten Ruin at any 


Time; and it is the contrary Treatment which 
puts an End to the Enmity and Danger 5 


| EXPERIENCE agrees madly with our Re- 


flections on the Nature of Mankind in this 
F Parti- 
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. 
Particular. What was it that firſt paved the 
Way to the Ruin of the Efabh/iment in for- 
mer Days? Not the Capacity of Diſſenters 
holding Offices: For the bare Capacity of 
doing it, without their actual Poſſeſſion of 


them, neither gives Power to them, nor takes 

it from others. Not their ac Poſſe ion of 
any Offices of Truſt and Power: For they 
mae none. Not their being kindly and 
humanely treated; for their Caſe was far o- 
therwiſe. But in Truth it aroſe from the 
moſt zealous Church- men poſſeſſing ſuch 
Power and Intereſt, as to enable them to 
carry on politic Schemes of Oppreſſion and 
| AE on their F ellow Sabheckz. mM 


TuEsE Shae 2 were ſo offenſive, vs it 
vas a Parliament of Church-men who firſt be- 
gan a very laudable Oppoſition to them. In 
what Manner one Step brought on another, 
J care not to repeat. That miſerable State 
of Things which ſucceeded is too well known. 
But what I am obſerving is, That it was not 
the Humanity and the Indulgence of the 
Church-men in Power which began the Evil, 
but the contrary ; and that if there had been 
other and better Treatment, better Effects 
had been ſeen, and no Ruin. The Peace of 
this Country would not have been at an End, 
in this Writer's Phraſe, but indeed would 
have been eſtabliſhed. 1 55 


Arx 
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AFTER the Reſtoration, it was not the 


treating theſe Men as Perſons entitled to the 

common Rights of Subjects, that firſt revived 
and afterwards increaſed their Rancour : But 
it was firſt the excluding them from Corpora 


tions, and then from all Offices ; and after- 
wards proceeding to Inpriſonment and bodily 


Hardſhips, which gave the Keenneſs and Vi- 
rulence to any of the Nonconformiſis: And it 
was their Wearineſs under this Uſage from 


the Church that made a Part of them fooliſſi- 
ly accept of preſent Eaſe at the Hands of 


King James II. the Gift of which he coloured 
over with the Opinion of Judges themſelves, 
and with the Promiſe of fixing it by A of 


Parliament, as ſoon as he could. But this 


was contrary to the declared Judgment of the 


far greateſt and beſt Men among them. 


Non let us ſee bote it has been 0 the 


Revolution, Why ever fince the Toleratron 


has been ſettled by a legal Authority, the 


Church has been gaining, and the Dyſenters, 


as ſuch, have been always looſing. The 
| Tokration has diminiſhed their Numbers, and 
abated the Zeal of thoſe who remain againſt 

the Church. The Repeal of the Occaſional 


Bill worked the ſame Way. And therefore 
I argue, That the removing of one remuin- 
ing Hardſhip will not only, as I have obſerved 


before, not put one of them in any Power of 
wry 
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working Ruin ; but certainly tends to ppt it 
alſo out of their Wille, and out of their 
Thoughts, by making them more and more 


eaſy, and by Degrees reconciling them more 
en Winks £502 


wo that, I think we have. conſtant Expe- 
rience, chat it was partial Severity alone which 
increaſed the Diſlike of theſe Men into any 
Rancour or ruinous Deſigns; and that the 
contrary Proceeding has not failed to weaken | 
and ruin hem, conſidered as a Party oppoſed 
to the Church; and greatly benefited and ſe- 
cured the Church itſelf, 


Upon theſ: About. were I a Well- 
wither . Diſſenters, as ſuch, and had Ia 
Zeal to p ſuch a Spirit of Animoſit7 
and Diſſ. ae ction, as might in ſome parti- 


cular Junctures break out into viclent At- 


tempts againſt the Eſtabliſpment, (and this 
with much more probable Succeſs, than the 

mere Capacity of Offices can promiſe) I ſe- 
riouſly profeſs, that all my Zeal and Pains 
ſhould be employed againſt, and not for this 
Repeal; and I would preſs the Continuance 
of this wneafy Mark on the whole Body of 
Diſſenters, as the beſt Service I could do to 
| ſuch Wee 


Bur 


Bur I fay this for myſelf only; leaving 
others to their own Notions and Conſciences. 
And I will now conclude for myſelf; and all 
Who think I have ſpoke Truth on this Head; 


That the Doctrine of the Right of defending 


a Chriſtian Church by the ſame Methods by 


which a Civil Eftabliſhment may be defended, 


is the Foundation of all poſitive as well as ne- 
pative Hardſhips ; and muſt equally lead Men 


both to teach and practiſe the groſſeſt Inſtances 
of Perſecution, who think the Pretence of 


keeping off the diſfant Danger of Ruin to be a 
good Argument : But that in Truth, the 
contrary Doctrine and Practice is the moſt 


likely to preſerve any eſtabliſhed Church from 


ſuch Ruin; not to mention here its being 


moſt agrecable to the Will of Go, and the 


Goſpel of CHRIST. 


Tux next Argument I ſhall mention, is 
one taken alſo from a ſuppoſed Diſaſfection to 
all Eſtabliſhments, infinuated p. 13. in which 


the Argument couched mult be this, That 


e none but ſuch as are againſt all Eſtabliſh- 
* ments, can conſiſtenty argue for theſe Re- 


ces peals: that therefore all who are for ou 


** preſent Eſtabliſhment, muſt be againſt tak 


* ing away theſe Defences of it. 


Turk was not the leaſt Neceſſity for 
this Obſervation ; and but one Reaſon for 


making 
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(42) 
making it, which I ſhall r not mention. A- 
gainſt the Truth of it, I think, there is this 


* Demonſtration, That before theſe Acts there 


was an Eſtabliſhment ; and after they ſhall 
de taken away, there will be one. If the 
taking away any Thing, which was enacted 
as a Defence and guard to the preſent Eſta- 
bliſhment, be Reaſon enough for this latent 
Charge; chen the contending for the Repeal 
of the Occaſional and Schiſm Acts, which this 
Writer has done, is as mach a Sign of Diſ- 
_ affection to Eſtabliſhments, and to this Eſta- 
bliſhment, as the contending for the Repeal 
of the Acts now in queſtion : becauſe _ 
too were made for the Defence of it. 


dor if this Argument muſt be judged of 
from the Righteouſneſs of ſuch temporal De- 
| fences of eſtabliſhed Churches; whoever thinks 
them unjuſtifiable, may conſiſtently be againſt 
theſe particular Defences, and yet be truly 


and ſincerely for the Eftabli ſpment, as it was 


7280 before and without them. 


Ax if beſides this, the Queſtion may 
be, and muſt be, even to this Writer him- 
9 ſelf Whether ſuch Incapaci ties and Penalties 
= theſe Acts have in them be real De- 
fences, or the contrary ? Whether they truly 
ſtrengthen or truly weaken the Eſtabliſhment 
ſelf? Then, I e he may ſhew his Zeal 


( 43) Ea 
for the Eſtabliſhment, by contending for 
theſe Ornaments and Guards to it: And I 
may ſhew mine, by oppoſing what I think 
Blots to its Honour, and Enmity to its Inte- 

. reſt and Strength. £1 r 


Bor why we may not on each Side ſtill 
be ſuppoſed to be for the preſent Eſtabliſn- 


ment, I cannot ſee from hence: Since all 
that can follow from what is here ſaid is, 
That we differ in the Methods of ſupporting 


the fame Thing: A Caſe which often hap- 
pens to very good Men; who yet will not 
eaſily reproach one another by ſuch Infinua- 


Tur Truth ſtands apparently in Contra- 
dition to what he ſays, p. 14. as if it were 
undoubted, and never had been before re- 


futed: Viz, 


1. Tur there may be a Church Eſta- 


bliſhment, and yet that the diſtant and bare- 


ly poſſible Danger to it from Diſſenters is not 


a good Reaſon for loading them with an In- 


capacity ; becauſe the mere Capacity of bear- 
ing Offices puts not one of them into any 
Office; and this Danger can ariſe from no- 


thing, but having the whole Adminiſtration, 
Legiſlature, and Military Force, ſolely in 
their own Hands; (till which Time it the 
"— 0M . oa.- 
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Church reſts in Peace, we need not be much 
alarmed; ) and chiefly, becauſe the ſame 


Maxim tends to all other Guards and Ter- 


rors, which are utterly diſowned and con- 
demned by all equally, og 1 


2. Tuar the State of the Caſe here is 
not, as he makes it, Whether a Church 
* may be eſtabliſhed, or being eſtabliſhed, 
e may be maintained and preſerved ? ” but, 
Whether it be a juſtifiable and Chriſtian Me- 
thod to preſerve a Church by this particular 
_ Excluſion from Civil Offices, on account of 
mere Difference in Religion; and by making 
a facred Inſtitution of CHRIS the Inſtru- 
ment of this Excluſion? e 


Tux Right of all equally good Subjects to 
be left capable of ſerving their Country; and 


conſequently, the Affection of theſe Subjects 


to the Government; are ſo far from being no 
better than Declamation and Amuſement, that 

they touch the very Eſſence of the Queſtion; 
becauſe on them depends the Reſolution of 
this Point, Whether an Incapacity laid on 


ſome good Subjects, on account of Religion 


only, be a juſt and lawful Method of pre- 
ſerving a Church; or are likely at laſt to 
have the propoſed Effect? 


Bur 


. / 


(4) 
Bur in Truth, if ſuch a Friend to Eſta- 
bliſhmentz can here found an Argument on 


this very Suppoſition, That an Eſtabliſiment 
cannot be made, nor afterwards reſeryed, 


Without breaking in on the Civil Rights of EZ 


good Subjects, and abridging them — 
r the Sake of their Difference in Religion: 
I fay, if this be to be revealed to the World 
now by ſuch a Writer, then, let him re- 
member, It is he who has wounded the 
Cauſe of Eftabliſoments, and not others whom 
he would any out, And mw this i the 
Caſe is s plain. by : 


Fo K if hive cannot t be an Eftabliſhment 

- without this Partiality and Invaſion of natu- 
ral Rights on Accounts purely Religious, then 
let him defend the Cauſe of Ejtabliſhments = 
who has faid this. 


Bur if tg: may FE an  Bfabliſhment 
- without this particular ” Excluin, then all that 
he here ſays falls to the Ground; and the 
Queſtion remains, Whether this particular 
Excluſion from all Capacity for C0:/ Offices, 
for fear of poſſible _ to a Church, be a 
juſtifiable and chriſtian Method of preſerving 
a particular Sur cb of CHRIST * 


"Tix AT this 16 hs Foint in queſtion, he 
ſometimes allows by his anſwering to the Ar- 
gument. 
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gument which he ſeems ſenſible does lie a- 
gainſt this Incapacity taken from theſe natu- 
ral Rights. | For, p. 11. he anſwers to what 
he repreſents as urged 3 in late Books in favour 
of the Diſſenters. If he means All Diſſenters, 
all over the World; the Papiſts here (who 
are 7 = concerned in the Cauſe, if they 
would give Proof of their Civil Affection) the 
Epiſcopal Men in Scotland, and ſome Prote- 
Plants and Chriſtians in almoſt all Countries ; 
this is a true Repreſentation : For the Princi- 
ples of theſe Books extend themſelves equally 
to all; and are not of that mean Nature, 
(like temporary or local Truths) as to deny 
their good Influence to any. But if he means 
our Diſſenters only, it is not a right or good 
Way of . the 1 of his 


ng 


AGAINST the Force of the Argument 
drawn from theſe natural Rights, he argues, 
That Society and Government itſelf is 
founded in an Abridgment of natural 
© Rights.” Of which he gives ſeveral In- 
ſtances, and might have given a thouſand 
more, if he had ſo pleaſed. 


A 0 this follows 4 Juſt fo it is, 
© and no otherwiſe, in the Caſe of the Cor- 
* poration and Teſt Acts. The Legiſlature 
„ has eſtabliſhed a "__ Church and to 


preſerve 


e 
preſerve this Church they have the Game 
Right to exclude all from a Capacity of G- 


vil Offices, who conſcientiouſly diſſent from 


it, which they have to enact thoſe Abridg- 
ments of natural Rights in the Inſtances men- 
tioned by him before, 1118 


4 As to the Expreſſion he here uſes again, 


of excluding thoſe who are obliged in Con- 
ſcience to ruin this Church, when they can; 


I have ſaid enough, perhaps too much to it 


already, 


Bur this Way of arguing will appear in 
its true Light, by repreſenting it as it ought 
to be ſtated, with all its true Conſequences, 


and in all its Extent. 


| ____ OxLy let it firſt be obſerved, That the 
- Abridgment of what he here calls natural 
Rights, is always allowed and contended for 
as neceſſary to the Support of Grvil Govern- 

ment (tho' not properly called the Founda- 
tion of it) by the greateſt Friends to Liberty. 


But then they are ſuch Abridgments as re- 


poſes of Civil Society only, conſidered as ſuch: 
And what is of great Importance, they are 


always laid equally and impartially on all good 


Subjects, whatever their Religion be; no one 
of them being abridged or burthened more 


than 


gard Civil Rights only, and are for the Pur- 
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4 
than another, oh the Account of their differs 
5 wy in 1 their Way of Worſhip. 


＋. HIS is the only Abridg ment of wad 


Rights which the Ends of Soil Society re- 
quire, or aim at. And this is the Abridg- 
ment which Men voluntarily conſent to, and 
and freely ſeek after by entring into Society; 
and 3 is in truth their own. * and 


"An e all kb 5 only Abridg- 
ment they can be ſuppoſed to agree to; be- 


_ cauſe in truth it is the only Abridgment of 
their own natural Rights, which they have 
it in their own Power 1 to conſent we” 


Fo R in 3 to carry on the Ends of Pro- 


_ tection and mutual Defence, either by Laws 
made from Time to Time by their own 
Conſent in their repreſentative Body, or by 


iving a Power to one Perſon to anſwer thoſe 
nds | himſelf: They give up nothing but 


hat is entirely of a Cui Nature; what was 

in themſelves for that very Purpoſe of Self 
| Defence, before ſuch Conſent yew to a re- 
ur: Socrety. g 


Bur tay never had it in their Power to 
conſent either to the aboliſhing: their Right of 


warns Gop according to their own Con- 


ſciences 3 


een 
ſciences; or to the abridging this Right ſo 
far as to conſent to ſuffer in their temporal 
Rights, for the Exerciſe of this Right which 
Gop has given them. For this would ſup- 
poſe them to conſent to enter into and ſupport” 
(ivuil Society, by conſenting to part with, 
wWbat is not neceſſary to the carrying forward 
any one End of Civil Society; and to ſuffer 
in their Gui Capacities for that Worſhip; 
which is not of a Civil Nature, which they 
have a Right to pay in their own Way, 
without ſuffering for it; and which Right 
they ought not, and CANNOT give up. 


 TaxRE is nothing more abſurd, than a 
Suppoſition of ſuch a Surrender of Rights of 


1 bone Sort; in order to Carry on Ends of as die- | 


rent a Kind as Earth and Heaven. But, on 
the contrary, nothing more reaſonable than 
to ſuppoſe the following Compat? to be one 
in the Formation of any Cuil Society. 


Wx are ready to give all Security for 
* our carrying on the Ends of Civil Society, 
* and conſent to abridge ourſelves of many 
* of our natural Civil Rights for this End; 
e thoſe Rights, the Exerciſe of which we 
© have it in our Power now to abridge our- 
< ſelves of: But we neither will; nor can, 
_ © conſent to the ſuffering any thing in the 
common Civil . of good Members 2 


An 


(50) 


e the Society, or to abridge ourſelves of any 
« Civil Rights merely on account of thoſe 
Religious Rights which God has veſted in 
us; and the Exerciſe of which has no 
4 Tendency to nr or hinder the Ends * 


* 


e een r. W 


; Ax p indeed it is fv far from naturally 
tending to hurt or hinder the Ends of it, that 
this free Exerciſe of Religious Rights without 
Civil Penalties, is a natural and never- failing 

Cauſe of the flouriſhing Condition of Cu 
Society itſelf, juſt in proportion to the A” 

nd 


Every Inſtance given "oy by this Writer 
- contradicts his own Purpoſe; as it is an In- 


ſſtnance of Abridgments of Civil Rights only, 
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in which Religion is not at all mixed; and 
on a Civ Account only: And what makes 
them differ entirely from the Abridgment he 
is contending for, every one of them is an 
Inſtance of Civil Abridgment laid equally on 
all good Subjects, without making the leaſt 


Difference between them as to their Refgion 
or Worſhip. 


| Wurnras what he unconſequentially f 
contends for from hence, is an Abridgment 
of natural C/ Rights, merely on Account 
of a Difference in 2 and Worſhip, 
„ 5 whilit 


5 | 4 ö 
whilſt the Affections of the Perſons to the 


vil Government, and to the Peace of Ge 
W are undoubted. 


1 MENT10N the Peace of the State, be- 
| cauſe he has artfully drawn in hat as an End 


propoſed by eſtabliſhing a particular Form of 
Church Government and Worſhip, 


Bur if this Writer has no better Argu- 
ments for our Eſtabliſhment than what he 
has propoſed in this Book, I dare ſay, that 
even they who are repreſented as Enemies to 
all Eſtabliſhments, do not think ſo meanly 
of the Ground and End of our own, as * 
Account would lead Men to do, 


Wrarzves is of equal Force for the 


former Popiſh Eſtabliſhment, not only is no. 


Honour, but condemns our Diſſent from it, 


and the Eſtabliſhment of a ks 8 Chu rch 
in its room. 


War EVER will ve hold for a Ma- 
| bometan, P gib, Preſbyterian, or any other 
Church Chak ant, and equally deſtroy or 
abridge the Civil Rights of Epr/copal Prote- 
fſtants, is but a poor Complement to an 

: Epiſcopal Church, _—_ becauſe it happens 
to be uppermoſt, 


NR Wu Ar- 


= — - = 2 ; _ by N 


. K Popper ns > 


N 
4 - . 2 A. ne ew n wo” — + 
* : — — — — — — — — — — — 


1 
9 
ol 
1 
84 


4 


. 86; ſtraints, for fear of 3 a diſtant Ruin to the 
0 Church.” 


(32) ag 
WHATEVER is of equal Force againſt the 
Repeal of the Occaſional and Schiſm Acts 


_ ought not by this Writer to be here urged 
againſt this Repeal. And that this Argument 
bs fo, is plain from the repeating in the lame 


Phraſes, 
For Inſtance, © The Legiſlature eſta- | 


« bliſhed a Church i in order to the Peace 
of the State. The Legiſlature afterwards 


* thought it neceſſary towards the ſame End 


<* to put an Incapacity for Civil Offices, 
and for educating their own Children in 


N 


© the Way they moſt approved, upon all 


c 


8 


who thought themſelves obliged in Con- 


« ſcience to frequent the publick Meetings 


Cc 


A 


of Diſſenters. Therefore it was not right 2 
to releaſe ſuch Perſons from theſe £ 


e- 


I 5ay, Ruin to the Church; for this 


Peace of the State is in the very next Words, 
by Sleight of Hand, changed into Security of 
the Church from Ruin afar off. And this 


Ruin not being poſſible, till the Enemy has 


got all the Executive, Legiſlative, and Mili- 


tary. Power into their Hands, the Argument 
muſt run thus: 


= 


( 33 ) 


| In order to preſerve the Peace of the State, 
it is lawful and wiſe to abridge Men of their 
natural Rights and Capacities for Ci, Offices, 
for. the Sake merely of a Religious Diſſent; 
which may poſſibly many Ages hence, by 
their being made only capable of Places, hurt 
or deſtroy the preſent Church * ;ſbment, 
mn ſet up another 1 in its Stead. | 


Ar the fame Time, this very Ae | 

provides, that this contrary Church Eftabliſh- = 
ment, built on the Ruins of the preſent, ſhall 
have the ſame Right to harraſs, oppreſs, and 
_ demoliſh our Croil Rights, when we come 

tobe undermoſt. 


WuAT EVER is of equal Force againſt the 


| Dobration itſelf of publick Aſſemblies of theſe 


Diſſenters, ought not to be urged for an 
6 Abridgment of their Civil Rights in other In- 
ſtances, merely on Account of their Diſſent 
in Religion, by any one who profeſſes a Con- 

cern for that Toleration, He well knows, 

that this Peace of the State was always, 
and vehemently, urged againſt this firſt 

Step, the Toleration itſelf; which is the 
permitting them to gather into large Aſ- 
ſemblies, and to ſtrengthen themſelves in a 
Diſſent, which may one Time or other be 
made uſe of to diſturb the Peace of the 
State; ; 
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tua) 


Stare; that is, hurt the * Church Bla- | 


_ bh emen. 


Bur this diſtant Danger was not thought 


5 good Reaſon for denying Men the common 


Right of Toleration ; with the Grant of which 


this Writer appears to be fo well ſatisfied, 
155 that he even declares the Peace of this Coun- 


try at an End, if ever the Church, in 1 his 


Phraſe, ſhould break i in 1 it. 


Axp yet, if I miſtake not, if this very 


| Toleration had not moſt fortunately made a 

Part of the Revolution Barrier; that is, if 
the Legiſlature had not thought fit, at that 
very preciſe Time, to have granted it to the 
Diſſenters; this Writer would not have plead- 
ed for it: Nay, if they ſhould have been ſo 
bold, as at this Time, to conſult together 


about the proper Time of applying to their 


Superiors for ſuch a Joleration; the fame 


Hand would, with a decifive Air, have ad- 
juſted that Debate, by affirming (not by 
ſhewing) that no Time is proper: And the 
fame Arguments that he principally depends 


on, eſpecially the darling one, from its not 


having been done by the able and wiſe Heads 


who maturely weighed all ſuch Things at 
the Revolution ; and | perhaps that incompara- 
be one from the Act of Union ; together with 


5 a due 


+ 4 
a due Uſe made of the Peace of the State; 
and the Ruin to the Church foreſeen at a Di- 
ſtance from ſuch a Toleration, would have 


done that Cauſe full as much and as faithful 


Service, as they do his preſent. 


SEE therefore to what this Sort of Argu- 


ment from the Peace of the State, and the 
_ diſtant poſſible Hurt to a Church now eſta. 


bliſhed, muſt be reduced; and how it muſt 


ſtand. Our Legiſlators have a Right to 


&© make ſuch Abridgments (mentioned by 


him) as affect only Civil Affairs; and the 
* Reafon of which is taken from Civil Con- | 
© fiderations only: Therefore they have the 
fame Right to enact what Abridgments of 
natural Rights they pleaſe, on accounts 
purely Religious, and for fear of a diſtant 
25 Danger ain from * alone,” ps On 


AAN, They have a Right to . 


e thoſe Abridgments in theſe Inſtances, by e 
© which all good Subjects are treated with 
can exact Equality, without any Regard to 
© their Religious Differences ; Therefore they 
* have a Right to do it in an Inſtance which 
4 treats Subjects equally good with great In- 
te equality; and makes one Man ſuffer a Gu 
LL 1 without the leaſt Civ Crime; 


5e * and grounds this Difference of Treatment 
merely 


(36) 
© merel y on a Difference i in Religion, and a 
“ diſtant Danger feared from this.“ 


Ap thus Heaven and Earth, Church 
and State, Civil Government and Religion, 
are conforinded into one Maſs ; and thus is a 
Foundation laid for eternal Perſecution thro” 


all its Degrees; one ſucceeding another as 


ſcoon as the former ſhall be found too weak 

to guard againſt the diſtant Danger which 
_ itſelf provokes; till Gibbets and Faggots and 
Inquifitions do the Work effectually; and 
bring Quiet and Hunger and Solitude, where 


Freedom and Plenty, and Numbers of gud | 


e uſed to * £ 


Taz true gtate of the Caſe is not tithes = 

fore, as he would repreſent it, * Whether 
or no the Civil Power can (1 ſuppoſe he 
means rightfully ) eſtabliſh a National 
Church? And if They (7. e. the Civil 
« Power) can, Whether after ſuch Eſta- 
te bliſhment it ought not to be maintained 
e and preſerved? I ſay, theſe are not the 
Points in queſtion now: And the leaſt At- 
tention in the World will ſnew a Man of 
much leſs Capacity than this Writer, that 
"_ are not. 


Ir may be lawful and prudent for the 
Lge to eſtabliſh a Chu! 25 and a Main- 
tenanee 


(57) 


tenance for the Miniſters of that particular 
Church; and yet it may not be either pru- 
dent or t to deprive thoſe who are e- 
qually good Subjects to the ſame Cuil Power 
of any one, the ry of their Civil Rights, or 
the leaſt Cap, pacity of ſerving their Country, 
for the Sake only of their differing 1 in Religion 
from that national Churcb. 


Ap again, it may be both lawful and 
proben for them who approve and eſtabliſh 


this Church, to maintain and preſerve it. If 


it be a Mobometan Church, They will do it 
by the Bowftring, and the Sword, If it be 
an Antichriſtian Church, They will do it by 
the Terrors of Dungeons and Racks, But if 
it be a truly Chriſtian Church, founded on 
the Right of all Men to judge for themſelves - 
without ſuffering for it ; it ought to be pre- 
ſerved only by Chr tan Methods. 


poker itſelf is lawful againſt Force. But 
the Queſtion here can be nothing, but, Whe- 
ther tuch Cui Incapacities and Penalties, for 
the Sake of Religious Differences, are agree- 
able to the Chri/tian Religion; or to the Ends 
of that Civil Government, which thinks fit 
to eſtabliſh this oak tity Church. 


And when this is fixed: diets lis Que- 


tion 1 is, Whether it be : prudent to take . . 
the 


(58). 


the Capacity of holding Civil Qffices from 
any good Subjects ? Whether it was that Ca- 


pacity which ever did ruin this Church? of, 


Whether it is not Severity and Civil Op- 
preſſion for the Sake of Religion, which is 
always ſeen to lay the Seeds of that Rancaur 
and Fury, which alone can be dangerous? 


And, Whether it be right, for the Sake of 


diſtant Dangers, to make Men ſuffer for their 


Religion; and to act by Maxims, which 
mult egually bring on the worſt of temporal "=: 


Ev ils. 


that the main Point is, Whether or no 
there ought to be any Toft at all? he 
forgets the Word Religious. Every one will 


allow of a Teft for Cuil Offices taken from 
Civil Conſiderations only, equally affecting all. 


: Subjedts of all Religious Denominations. 


Bur the main Pt 18 indeed, ' Whether | 


there ought to be any Teſt for Civil Offices, 


taken merely from the Differences in Religion 


amongſt Men, equally well affected to the 
ſame Cipil Government ? 478 


| Any fo ppoſing this had been ſettled | in 


the Affirmative by him, ( which is far from 
being the Caſe) I muſt take the Liberty to 
a fay "that a little more Conkderatzon. of the 


* 


Anp again, when this Writer, mY 9. ſays, 


1 


1 


(39) 


Propriety and Fitneſs of making uſe for this 


Purpoſe of a Religious Inſtitution of that 


common LoRD and MASTER, whom all 
Chriſtians ſerve, would have well become 
this Writer; and a little more Regard to 
what has been lamented and groaned under 
by as High and as Good Church-men as he 
can be, for their own Sakes, would have 
better become him, than ſending them to 


#1wo Biſhops, whom he is pleaſed to call Cn 


batants, as if he were ſpeaking of Prize- 
Fighters ; and adding three ſhort and cold 
Remarks; the Firſt of which goes on a falſe 
Suppoſition; the Second, on the Weakneſs of 
nobody knows who; and the Third, on Miſ- 
repreſentation or Miſtake of the Adverſaries 
, 


An as they relate wichs Church and the 
Civil Government. In Letters.to a Member of 
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